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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 1™ 97 of nvyo NN

Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The questions regarding

muio nwH mYan'aand

A Kohen who wrote two m>x» for two muio, and then
TAR 0P PNY P

He erased them both into the same cup of water.

OR

2P Wn

Both m>»n» were erased into individual cups, but were
then mixed together.

OR

P MmN

He then poured the water back into individual cups.

The two myaw that the Kohen administers to the oo
VIV DR

TOR DY W

V1AW NNR)

TOR DY PRY

The first m1aw does NOT include a 75R, a curse, while the
second 12w DOES include a mHx.

The Mishnah's Halachah of

TR PR DIDIR N7 0 S

ORI Y DR

AW OY R

After the Kohen states the m»1aw, the noio repeats the
word nX twice.

In the first jnx she accepts the first 12w, and in the
second j»X she accepts the second ny1aw.

012w 995 1s other myaw that the Kohen adds to the initial
712w, which the 7010 confirms with X R,

The Machlokes omom R» *27 whether the Kohen is 535
71w for a future Mt or not.

The Machlokes regarding

WY MY NOR

Whether a woman who drank 710 i once and was then
suspected of a second M1, does she drink 7v10 °» a second
time or NOT?
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MYIO *NWY MYIN ‘2 and

1N 1N PN
P5M  127M TR 01D PNS

Two nwnw that the Kohen
administers to the novio

VW NN
NNY VIV
NoR

PR PR NIIR R NN DY
NoRN Y OR
nY12WN Y PR

NVIY YY)

A Machlokes
if the Kohen is nviaw 129an
for a future nur or not

NNMY NWR
NW)
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf taught several Halachos
pertaining to the writing of the nv1o N>,

The Gemara now asks several related questions which
ultimately remain unresolved:

N19°V2

mo NwH MY35'2 2>

M TAR O PN [P

What is the Halachah if a Kohen wrote two ma» for two
muIo, but he erased them both into the same cup of water?
Do we say that the o is 9w> for both mvio, because

Y2 nnwb nnd

RN

Only the writing must be done specifically for each noio;
but the 1", the erasing does NOT need to be mowb.

OR the on is %109, because

WY AN I Y3

Both, the 72°n> AND 53>’n» must be done specifically for
each no.

And if we are to assume that

W IR M1 Y3

What is the Halachah if

Mo 23 pnn

(=Rl Rlin]

Both m5n were erased into individual cups, but were
then mixed together.

Do we say that the o'» is 7w, because

Y2 mwS IR

RYRM

The npnn WAS mowb.

OR

The o is 5109 because

RNW R 777 RS R

RNW R 77T IRD RM

Each nvyo must drink her specific water, and here she’s
drinking mixed water.

And if we are to assume

RNW R 7777 RS R

RNW R 77T IRD RM

What is the Halachah if

MRS M N

He then divided the water into separate cups. Do we say
7w

The water is again considered specific to each nvio.
OR

P92 PR

The water is NOT considered specific to each oo,
because they were mixed together.

The Gemara concludes

Uil

These questions remain unresolved
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N29 %2
DD NS MSM ‘s 3RS
¥ TN DY INY P

Do we say that the water is...

pile]-) plU]

because... because..
NPNN M1 12°v2 12°V2 HWY NAND

MmwH RINRM

Sl

/or each D{/a

But the dpmp doess not
Mo be )

<

And if Yes - What if..
1291 MM - MDD 23 3P
Both, /;///4/\/ were erased inty individual cups,
but were then mixed foj@?‘/ber.

Do we say that the water is...
910D §1tk)
because... because...
NW RP NTOTIRD 8D 11792 NPWY NRNN
NTYT IR M RIIRM
NN X
Fach D10 must dvink her Hic water
and here she's /rmkm?/ mixed water

2
And if Yes - What if..

¥ 1p5m n
He then divided the water ity separate cupy.
Do we say...

N2 ]’N
The water iy not considered
oty each djo,
because f/w?/ were mixed

?‘o;ya‘/wr

N2 W

<
N
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The Gemara now goes on to explain the two myiw
administered by the Kohen:

In Pasuk v it states

TTORT HR PRI 171577 IR VAWM

DT 01 P3N TR WR 1OV R DR

And in Pasuk X”> is states

TR NYIIWA TR DR 797 220

VW NNR

TOR Y VW

VW NNR)

TOR DY PRY

The second myaw includes a curse, while the first iyaw
does NOT include a curse. And as "wx 17 explains; the
Kohen is saying

NRDVI ROV THY pawn

2N NRHDVI ORI

As Rashi explains, the first n»aw is for the 710 to confirm
that she was NOT ni, and the second n»aw is for the
curse to take effect if she was 7.

Zugt Di Mishnah

DR PR TIPIR R 0 DY

OR 5 R

IWn Sy OR

After the Kohen states the 712w, the 710 repeats the word
MR twice.

In the first jox she accepts the first 112w, that

TIRIDVI KD

Iwas NOT nnn;

And in the second j»x she accepts the second ny1aw, that
71IR127 NIRHDVI DR

If T was mwn the 1R shall take effect.

The Mishnah continues that the Kohen is mmaw 55,
adds several other maw to the initial 712w, which the
7010 confirms with JR 1R,

PR

T WRD

PR

IR WRD

She confirms that "nxmwI X5 from this alleged person, or
from anyone else.

AND

TIPOW ROV OR

7O

RV

D2 NI

ielis)

If she was married through PR3, she confirms that X5
"NRPYJ, neither after prws, nor between Po1R and pRwa.
And if she was married through 012, she confirms that x5
"NRHY), neither after M2, nor while awaiting 2.

PR 27N

TIRPLI ROW OR

RPOR ROV PR

K1 17 adds that the Kohen is even mmaw %5 on a
possible Mt during a previous or future marriage.
Regarding the future, the Gemara explains;

RDONWI?

MR PN DD

If she is M later on, the 7010 1 will then take effect.
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The two niviaw administered by the Kohen
Vo P
SRS IR
moni RS
3)% WY Ol Y18 ppt

P
ja SN
HipRE DX AN
s),é Wy /I,M Ml pnty

The second nyiw includes a curse

- ,&, 2 -
the Kohen is saying
NRNVI RIW PPHY 21Y2VN

. JION 1N DR N T By

JaN
7 way not

Rluwwyy  maNnSy o

fuke cffect  maymprm by

The Kohen then adds several other niyaw
|aN
M EIND
JaN
AN N2
|N
AN - FTOYIN - PR NOY
Ne12Y - QY AN
VN 22 M
JaN
MINDLI NOY
jaN
NN 852

Wk oy el - oo

Z/W i YW later on, the 2610 W will then méa%/w
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The Mishnah elaborates and explains based on the
principle mentioned at the end of the Mishnah:

pranhi

12 TMOR AP R Hyanw 53

Y 1IN0 77 R

The general rule is that we cannot be nyw 55 for a
possible mit that would NOT prohibit her to her husband.
Therefore,

P 7N PRY P 5N

OIRNNW 0T SV K>

VPNNY IR HY R

PR 27 agrees, that the Kohen cannot be nyaw 25 for
before she accepted Kiddushin from this husband, or for
after she was divorced, but did NOT yet remarry before
the may;

Also;

NIRPLN TARD 7INO]

pakianiekishy

DY 1IN 77 RD

We also cannot be ny1aw 535 in a case where she was
divorced from her husband at the time of the mit and only
remarried her husband after the m, because in all these
cases she would NOT become prohibited to her husband
even if she was indeed .

The Gemara explains that when x» 17 said

MIRHOI ROV R

RPOUR ROV R

He was referring only to the following:

TIRPOI ROV DR

In a previous marriage; for example;

DNWRIA PRIV DY

PR ORI DY

He is mnn that she was NOT min during a previous
marriage to the same husband; OR, for a nn2’ that she was
NOT nn» during her initial marriage to her deceased
husband, because

TPOR N7

In both cases the mi WOULD have prohibited her to her
present husband.

Likewise,

RPOUR ROV IR

In a future marriage; refers to

DIINR PRIVI DY

He is even min» for a potential mit in the event that they
divorce and remarry.

Dedicated By:
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550
O [N Rt 89 Syane bs
Ay MmN 8
The Wd rule iy that we cannat be Y10 ﬁ@/
/ar @ pow;é(é 71 that would not pm/uh’f her
to her husband

WY Yo 18 e 5>
NNBEN SRS TAND DINNRR TR BY 8D
MAMARSTANY  WRANNY NN B N9

WY YW > t/

Rebbi Mier was referring only to the following:

YNRNVI RHW PR RNDOLR RIW PR
Inaprevious marriage;  In a future marriage;
forexample; refers to
DIIYKN 'RIY Y DINNN 'RIL1 1Y
I'NN 'NIW Y in the event that they
divorce and remarry.
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The Gemara proceeds to cite a Machlokes in a Braisa,
which the Gemara explains to be a 3-way Machlokes
whether

NV MY TORA

OR

ANV MY TR PR

Whether a woman who already drank 7010 1 once, and
was then suspected of a second My, drinks v m a
second time?

And the Gemara explains that they disagree in the
understanding of the Pasuk

MIRIPA NN NRT

The word nxt is a v», exclusive; and the word nmnisa
12, inclusive.

Now, there are four scenarios of w1 nMW NWR:

1.

TMR 121 TIR WK

The same husband suspects her of the same person.

2.

POVI2 2301 TAR WR2

The same husband suspects her of a second person.

3,

TNR S DWIR W3

Her second husband suspects her of the same person.
4.

POVI12 30 DWIR W3

Her second husband suspects her of a second person.

The Ry Rin holds

10 m375 NN

"IN NN

IR SY131 TR WR

nn includes all cases in that

VY Y ORI

And nxi excludes only the first case of
IR Y121 TIR WR

In which case

AW MW TORA PR

The Xn2 137 hold

9 0WNS NN

™37 NN

POV I DWIR W

nNt excludes all cases in that

IV AN ORI PR

And ninincludes only the last case of
POVI2 30 DWIR W

In which case

MW MW TWKRA PR

PN
b “akntnhl

AENA PN
by~ lninhl

Does a woman who already drank nvio m once,
and was then suspected of a second niar,
drink noio m a second time?

bamirpibarsg;

Ty a 9>

Zyw[/}////
“inchsive”

« ﬁ . &II

) /R

INY
o Gy

AN PN
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As Rashi explains, the word nxt excludes both cases of
the same husband, because since she was proven innocent
from his first "1p, there is reason to believe that the
second 77no) 1) was caused by her husband'’s anger.
And

NN ™27 NN

TIR HV12) DWIR IV

OV W DWIR W

The word nin includes both cases of different husbands
in which case there is no reason to say that the second "rp
n7nol was caused by her husband’s anger.

Rap 7RI PY TR

We have B“H completed the Second Perek of hvyo noon,
and will continue with the third Perek, o1 77, in the next
Daf, B’ezras Hashem.
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